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Fluctuations in glacier motion are very common and are thought to be controlled by sub-
glacial hydrology and till deformation. There are few instrumented studies that have mon-
itored seasonal changes. We use the innovative Glacsweb subglacial in situ wireless probes,
combined with dGPS and custom geophone data from an Icelandic soft-bedded temperate
glacier, to show that there are two distinct seasonal styles of speed-up events. Relatively
small diurnal events occur during the melt season, whilst during winter there are larger multi-
day events related to positive degree days. These events are accompanied by a distinct
pattern of till deformation and basal icequakes. We argue these reflect stick-slip motion
which occurs when the glacier hydrological system is unable to accommodate the melt water
flux generated by surface melt episodes. We show a rare fully instrumented coupled glacier/
till record of contrasting summer and winter stick-slip motion and discuss its implication for
till sedimentology.
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The response of glaciers to climate change, and their con-tribution to sea level rise, is partly controlled by a com-bination of subglacial hydrology and sediment
deformation1–3. Surface melting generates melt water, which may
travel through the glacier to its base, where it can regulate glacier
velocity via sliding and/or till deformation. Glacier flow is rarely
constant, and periodic fast ice flow is common in glaciers on
different scales. These can range from short inter-annular speed-
up events4–7 to glacier surging (where glacier surge speeds can be
10–10,000 times faster than normal flow)8,9 to ice stream stag-
nation/activation10. Some speed-up events are due to stick-slip
motion. This type of motion is similar to that on earthquake
faults, characterised by long periods of slow or no movement
(stick phase) (interseismic period of elastic strain accumulation)11
interrupted by episodic bursts of movement (slip phase) where
glaciers can dramatically increase their velocity over a short, often
diurnal time span (minutes to hours)2,12–15. The slip phase is
often related to sliding or deformation of the till16 and is
accompanied by a repeated set of basal icequakes.
All types of stick-slip motion are the result of a balance
between forces that load an interface and an evolving interfacial
strength3,11,17–19. It has been argued that a necessary condition
for stick-slip cycles are a reduction in frictional strength with
increasing sliding velocity after sufficient sliding has eliminated
the memory of the sliding history18. These models use rate-and-
state friction20 to describe basal shear stress at the ice-till interface
and suggest that basal strength is a decreasing function of water
pressure. The model is in agreement with laboratory experiments
on subglacial materials15,19,21–24, and with glaciological observa-
tions from both mountain glaciers and ice sheets13,14,16. It has
been argued that in Antarctica stick-slip motion is tidally
modulated (and this modulation is just a perturbation to a system
that would have stick-slip cycles even in the absence of
tides);16,18,25 whilst in mountain glaciers the causes include
variable melt water input and changes in debris load19,26.
A key component of glacier motion is the subglacial hydrology
system. Those associated with rigid bedrock systems are normally
dominated by conduits and linked cavities27, while soft bedrock
systems are dominated by anastomosing broad flat channels,
macroporous water sheets at the ice-bed interface and water
within the till1,28–30. These later systems will be characterised by
higher water pressures than the channel networks and higher
velocities31.
The behaviour of till is also a vital component of variable
glacier motion. Till is a granular material with complex
mechanical behaviour. Initial research led to a debate between
purely linear viscous models32 compared with plastic beha-
viour33. However, more recently various researchers have used a
range of analytical techniques (in situ data, sedimentology, geo-
technical experiments, computational modelling) to suggest
that there may be different behaviours related to effective
pressure3,34–37. These authors argue that at high effective pres-
sures there is little movement (stick), at intermediate effective
pressures there is creep (deformation), and at low effective
pressures there is failure (slip). During the creep phase the par-
ticles become reorganized in response to increased shear stress,
and the till undergoes simple shear within a shear zone38.
Numerous researchers32,35,39 have shown that when a wet
granular material is sheared, this leads to dilation, which will lead
to an increase in pore volume. If water is able to flow into the
dilating material, this leads to looser packing and a weakening of
the sediment21, but if water is unable to flow into these spaces,
this will result in a drop in water pressure and an increase in
strength (dilation strengthening)22. Both of these states have been
observed in laboratory tests in till21,40 as well as from in situ
studies beneath modern glaciers37,41,42.
Most subglacial environments comprise a mosaic of different
bed strengths, ranging from rigid (e.g. bedrock, frozen till, low
porosity till, lake sediments, outwash sand and gravels) (‘sticky
spots’)43 through to deformable till44. It has been suggested that
these sticky spots will behave as asperities within the stick-slip
system14.
Detailed measurements of multiple aspects of the glacial system
(till deformation, ice velocity, icequakes, etc.) are rare because of
the logistical difficulties of monitoring such harsh environments.
We present a unique dataset to contrast two distinct styles of
stick-slip behaviour during the melt season (diurnal) and winter
(multi-day), which are controlled by surface melt-driven dis-
charge. These events lead to cyclic behaviour in the ice and the
till. Initially the increase in melt water leads to basal sliding (slip),
followed by till deformation and icequakes as the glacier recon-
nects with the bed. This is followed by a period of low or no
deformation (stick) as melt water levels subside, and then reac-
tivation/increase in till deformation and icequakes as the melt
water levels build up again and the glacier begins to accelerate.
We are able for the first time to quantify the duration of each
stage and associated subglacial processes throughout the season
based on instrumented data, and relate this to till sedimentology.
Results
Wireless environmental sensor network data. We present a
dataset collected from a custom wireless Environmental Sensor
Network45 installed at Skálafellsjökull (Fig. 1), a temperate outlet
glacier of the Vatnajökull ice cap44. This includes wireless
Glacsweb probes (0.16 m long, axial ratio 2.9:1) embedded in the
till recording water pressure, case stress, and tilt (Fig. 2). Water
pressure was converted to hydraulic head (m) and then compared
with the water column height corresponding to local ice flotation
from known glacier thickness (flotation pressure—%). Case stress
(kPa) (i.e. the force applied to the probes per unit area) was
measured by strain gauges that measured the relative compres-
sion and extension of the probe case in two perpendicular planes.
Accelerometers measured roll and pitch, from which we
calculated tilt. The probe is normally almost vertical during
deployment and generally inclines towards the horizontal as the
glacier moves over the till. This results in the tilt data changing in
one general direction. When the top of the probe moves further
in the direction of flow than the bottom, we define this as
synthetic. We define movement in the opposite direction as
antithetic.
In addition, we used a custom borehole geophone to record
icequakes46, we measured surface velocities (both horizontal and
vertical) with dGPS (from which we were able to calculate bed
separation), we determined a glacier-wide velocity from satellite
data (using speckle tracking), and we calculated surface melt from
the positive degree day algorithm (see Methods for details of these
techniques).
Water pressure, tilt changes, and case stress data from an
in situ probe embedded in the till, alongside surface melt from
2008 to 2010 are shown in Fig. 3a, with the winter of 2008/
2009 shown in Fig. 3b. Probe tilt, surface melt and horizontal
velocity data from 2012 to 2013 are shown in Fig. 4. We use our
horizontal velocity data to show sliding and the tilt data to
indicate till deformation.
The glacier overlies grey basalts and a fine grain till (mean
grain size 53 µm), with evidence of subglacial deformation in the
foreland, consisting of flutes and push moraines. The till is highly
saturated at the glacier margin. Data from repeated 50MHz
ground penetrating radar (GPR) surveys (summer 2008, 2011,
2012) showed a low water content within the main body of the
glacier (water content 0–0.5%), a thin debris-rich basal layer (1 m
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thick, water content 2%), and what appear to be braided
subglacial channels accounting for ~6% of the area of the bed
(with a typical width in summer of 0.5–15 m, mean 3 m)44.
Previous research also indicated that icequakes were being
generated from the glacier bed, and that there was a positive
relationship between daily melt water production and the number
of seismic events46.
Melt season behaviour. During the melt season (spring, summer
and autumn) average daily temperatures were above zero at the
field site, and there was significant melting over the glacier
(typically day of year (DOY) 121–289). Air temperatures rose
during the morning (from 07:00 to 12:00) to a high level in the
afternoon (12:00–17:00), and then fell in the evening and over-
night (17:00–07:00) (Fig. 5).
The daily glacier surface horizontal velocities were variable
(Fig. 4) and although the mean daily velocities were higher during
the elevated melt periods there is no direct relationship between
the magnitude of the daily melt water input and the velocity
magnitude. Diurnal patterns include an increase in horizontal
and vertical velocity each day (Fig. 5). This speed-up started
between 10:00 and 13:00, and the timing remained approximately
the same throughout the melt season. The mean peak in
horizontal velocity was 153% greater than the minimum velocity.
On most days (76%) the peak in horizontal velocity occurred
during the first 2 h of the afternoon high temperature period (so
there was an approximate 2 h lag between melt water input and
velocity response). Then velocities decreased whilst temperatures
were still high. On most days (77%) there was a small secondary
velocity rise (35% greater than the minimum velocity) overnight
(between 23:00 and 6:00).
The vertical velocity pattern was very similar with a major rise
each day during the speed-up, a decrease in the afternoon (whilst
the air temperatures were still relatively high) and then a small
rise overnight.
Changes in tilt show a diurnal pattern comprising low tilt
changes during the velocity peak itself, followed by two periods of
high tilt changes (in the afternoon during the velocity decline, and
overnight, during the small velocity increase), a short period of
low tilt change in the early morning, and finally an intermediate
level of tilt change as the temperature warmed during the
morning. The periods of high and intermediate tilt changes were
accompanied by oscillatory changes. The icequakes follow a
similar pattern, with very few occurring during the velocity peak,
then numerous events during the afternoon fall in velocity and
the small rise in overnight, followed by very few during the
coolest part of the day (early morning) with increasing numbers
as the temperatures rise (Fig. 5).
Winter behaviour. During winter, where average temperatures
are below zero and so on most days there is no melting, there was
a base winter velocity together with distinct speed-up events
during high temperature/melt water events (typically >2 °C at the
Base Station or melt of 100,694 m3) (Figs 3 and 4). During the
speed-up events, glacier surface horizontal velocities were up to
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Fig. 1 Site map of Skálafellsjökull: a location in Iceland (shown by a box) (background: hillshade model based on the national DEM of Iceland); b details of
the glacier (background: Sentinel 2 natural colour composite from 30 August 2017); c glacier wide surface ice velocity estimated from intensity tracking of
two Single Look Complex (SLC) TerraSAR-X images with an eleven-day temporal baseline (5th and 16th October 2012) (glacier outline shown in white)
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lasted between 1 and 4 days. These events were also accompanied
by vertical uplift (bed separation). At the same time, the hor-
izontal flow direction underwent an abrupt 90o displacement of
0.13 m to the NE (towards the centreline of the glacier), and then
continued to flow in the same direction as before (towards the
SW) until the next event.
The velocity began to increase on the same day as the
meltwater input throughout the winter, but the timing of the peak
in velocity (after the melt water input) varied between a few hours
(38% of the events), to 1 day (50% of the events) to 3 days (12% of
the events) (Fig. 6). The days with an immediate velocity peak
mostly occurred during the early winter (DOY 290–309), the one
day lag to the velocity peak occurred slightly later (DOY
310–324), whilst the melt event with the longest response to
peak velocity occurred towards mid-winter (DOY 355–359)
associated with a large melt event after a period of sustained low
temperatures (lasting 25 days).
During the winter, water pressure followed a cyclical pattern
(Fig. 3). On each melt event (over the temperature/melt
threshold), there was a sharp water pressure decline followed
by a slow rise in water pressure on subsequent days until the next
melt event. These water pressure changes were accompanied by a
cyclical pattern in tilt change. On the day of the melt event there
was a small antithetic change in tilt. This is succeeded by a large
synthetic movement during the following day(s). When the water
pressure was low, the tilt change was also zero or very low, and on
subsequent days both water pressure and tilt change increased.
The water pressure threshold for the inception of tilt movement
was not constant throughout the cycles (Table 1). For each of the
first three cycles (DOY 290–302, 303–311, 312–242), the
threshold in water pressure, and numbers of days to reach it,
declined. During the fourth cycle (DOY 343–19), tilt movement
occurred after a higher water pressure threshold.
Deformation in the till occurred throughout the winter
(recorded by change in tilt), both during the negative and
positive degree days (Fig. 4). However, antithetic behaviour was
only recorded on days with a positive degree day. During 2012,
there were three antithetical events that all began around midday
during the melt events on DOY 310, 317 and 323 and lasted an
average of 16 h (Figs 4 and 6) with smaller oscillatory events
occurring during the temperature increase, peak and decline.
During winter icequakes also occurred. The vast majority of
events (84%) occurred during the positive degree days. On these
days, 16% occurred before, 21% during and 63% after the
temperature peak during a typical 5 day cycle (Fig. 6).
Effective pressure, till strength and icequakes. The relationship
between subglacial effective pressure (ice-overburden pressure
minus the water pressure) and till strength can reflect changes in
till behaviour. We use case stress as a proxy for till strength37 in a
similar way to previous studies using ploughmeters41,42. We also
find both positive (probe 21 winter 2009/2010) and negative
(probe 25) relationships (Fig. 7)37,41,42. The former reflects a
strengthening of the sediment with increasing effective pres-
sure22, whilst the latter reflects weakening26.
It has been argued that there is a relationship between effective
pressure and icequakes17,18. We can calculate this value from our
data from Skálafellsjökull (see Methods), which predicts a very
low effective pressure (above which icequakes can occur) (~1 kPa
for melt season and winter), equivalent to below 98% flotation
pressure.
Discussion
We suggest our results demonstrate stick-slip motion, because
they have a distinct pattern of water pressure, velocity, till
deformation and icequake behaviour. We compare and contrast
melt season and winter styles of stick-slip motion, and relate these
to changes in effective pressure and how the subglacial hydro-
logical systems responds to varying melt inputs. We demonstrate
how these glacial processes effect till sedimentation, and propose
this behaviour is typical of bedded glaciers, which are sensitive to
surface driven melt.
The two distinct seasonal styles of behaviour can be divided
into four stages (sliding, reconnection, minimum deformation/
stick and reactivation) (Fig. 8). The melt season was characterised
by a diurnal cycle. Temperatures and surface melt increased each
morning until a threshold was passed, which resulted in basal
sliding, accompanied by little change in tilt and few icequakes
(Stage 1, sliding, mean length 4.2 h).
As the velocities decreased in the afternoon there was recon-
nection with the bed (Stage 2, reconnection, mean length 12.3 h),
which was accompanied by high tilt movement and a significant
number of icequakes. This was indicative of till deformation.












Fig. 2 Glacsweb wireless probe details: a photograph of the 2012 probe;
b probe schematic (dimensions: length 0.16 m, width 0.06m)
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supplies of melt water (during the afternoon) had little effect, as
have been reported elsewhere12,47. However, once melt water
levels fell below a certain threshold (as temperatures cooled
overnight), melt water and velocity became directly related,
leading to the short term velocity rise (mean length 4.5 h).
This continued until air temperatures reached their lowest at
during early morning. During this time glacier velocities were also
low, and there was relatively low tilt movement and a decreasing
number of icequakes (Stage 3, minimum deformation, mean
length 4 h). As temperatures rose each morning, this enabled
increased melt water to reach the bed, allowing the glacier to
advance; this was associated with increased till deformation and
associated icequakes (Stage 4, reactivation, mean length 3.5 h).
The rheological relationships during the melt season were
complex. Over a long time scale (the whole summer of 2009)
there was a positive relationship between water pressure and till
strength (Fig. 7). However, over a short time scale (diurnal cycle),
there was no significant relationship between water pressure and
till strength as water pressures were almost always high.
Winter was characterised by multi-day cyclical behaviour. On
the positive degree days, supraglacially generated melt water
rapidly flowed to the base of the glacier (Stage A, sliding, mean
length 1 day), which resulted in basal sliding (up to 500% faster
than the base-level winter velocity), which was accompanied by
antithetic motion due to unloading and reorganization of the
grains41,48–50. This also resulted in bed separation and an abrupt
displacement of the glacier flow direction. During glacier decel-
eration, the glacier reconnected with the bed (Stage B, recon-
nection, mean length 2.25 days). At the same time, water pressure
dramatically decreased, accompanied by a return to synthetic tilt
movement, combined with dilation and grain reorientation
(dilation strengthening) and deformation. This continued until
water pressure had fallen below a threshold for till deformation
(Stage C, stick, mean length 6 days). After this, water pressures
rose (above the threshold for deformation), and the till defor-
mation resumed (Stage D, reactivation, mean length 13.5 days).
The critical water pressure level for failure decreased for the
first three short cycles (Table 1). This was similar to other
reported results3 that showed that the thickness of the deforming
layer increased after a series of repeated similar cycles of slick-slip
behaviour, i.e. the till became easier to deform. However, during
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Fig. 3 Graphs showing the data from 2008 to 2010: a water pressure within the till and surface melt, 2008–2010 (the grey dashed box is enlarged in b); b









































Fig. 4 Graph showing data from 2012 to 2013; daily melt, mean horizontal
velocity from the four differential global positioning stations (dGPS) and tilt
change from the wireless Glacsweb subglacial probes
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This may reflect the system becoming reset, after the extreme
unloading and reorganization of the grains during the large water
pressure decline DOY 344–347 (Fig. 3b).
The main differences between the winter and melt season
patterns were threefold. Firstly, during winter there was a long
(mean length 21 days) period during which the glacier was
coupled to its bed and so strain energy was being accumulated
(Stages B, C and D). This strain was released during Stage A,
resulting in the dramatic antithetic motion. Secondly, during
winter there was the dramatic decrease in water pressure, which
resulted in a stronger reconnection and associated synthetic
motion (Stage B). Finally, in winter there was a definite stick
phase (Stage C), whilst during the melt season water pressures in
the till were so high that they never fell below a critical level for
failure (Stage 3).
The rate-and-state friction model suggests that slip-stick
cycles relate to an evolving basal shear strength that is propor-
tional to effective pressure18. Our results are partly consistent
with a model that suggests icequakes only occur below a critical
water pressure level17,18. In winter the critical water pressure
level was never crossed, and icequakes occurred throughout the
cycle (even during the sliding phase), but were most frequent
during glacier reconnection with the bed. However, during the
melt season, there was no diurnal change in water pressure;
however, the high water pressure conditions may have been
ideal for icequakes during the morning (Stage 4) and evening
(Stage 2), whilst the during the early morning (Stage 3) and the
slip phase (Stage 1) there was insufficient loading for icequakes
to occur.
We suggest the main contrast in styles relates to the relative
amounts of melt water and how the subglacial hydrological sys-
tem responds51,52. During high melt water events, the glacier
hydrological system is unable to accommodate the melt water
influx and the glacier rapidly slides forward. During the melt
season this was due to the regular diurnal temperature rise, and




































































































Fig. 6 Graphs showing typical winter multi-day melt event (day of year
309–314, 2012): a hourly air temperature, daily horizontal glacier velocity
and daily bed separation (see text for details); b hourly air temperature and
hourly probe tilt; c icequakes (plotted as percentage for each 12 h period
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Fig. 5 Graphs showing mean melt season diurnal data (2012): a air
temperature (mean shown as a solid line, the 10% warmest and 10%
coolest days are shown as a dashed line); b horizontal glacier velocity; c
vertical glacier velocity; d probe tilt change; e Icequakes (plotted as an
hourly percentage) (error bars are proportional to one standard deviation)
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typically 2 h, but in winter it was the result of irregular warm
events, with response times ranging from a few hours to 3 days.
During the melt season there was a continual supply of water
from the glacier surface to the bed and the subglacial hydrological
system could relatively easily adapt to any melt water increase. In
contrast, during winter, the rare melt water inputs overwhelmed
the subglacial hydrological system. This resulted in immediate
velocity increases, but the length of time to peak velocity varied.
At the beginning of winter, the velocity peak was almost
immediate, whilst later in the winter there was an increasing lag
time between the melt event and the maximum velocity response.
This must reflect the gradual closing of the melt water pathways
(both englacial and subglacial) as the winter progressed.
Throughout the winter, the sliding was accompanied by relaxa-
tion in the till (antithetic behaviour), significant vertical (bed
separation) and lateral ice movement and a dramatic drop in
water pressure which caused a reorganization of the drainage
system.
These insights into the two types of stick-slip motion have
implications for till formation. Prior to the 1970’s it was assumed
that most till was deposited by lodgement (due to frictional
retardation at the ice-sediment interface)38. However, in recent
years it has been acknowledged that the formation of subglacial
till is extremely dynamic and controlled by changes in effective
pressure, grain size, relative sediment strength and hydrology
with an emphasis on the importance of deformation37,38,53,54.
In this study, we were able to quantify changes in subglacial
depositional processes over a season and show how the till
beneath Skálafellsjökull can be deformed. We have shown that the
till can be deformed all year, but undergoes different styles of
deformation (Fig. 8). The different stages of the stick-slip
deformation cycle may be associated with different forms of
deposition.
The sliding phase may be associated with lodging. That is,
clasts held within the ice are dragged through the till, and
deposited due to friction. Sedimentary evidence for lodging in the
foreland may be represented by the core clasts of flutes. In con-
trast when the glacier was coupled with the till, subglacial
deformation occurred and produced a deformation till (as well as
the body of the flute) with a dominance of ductile micro-
structures, and evidence for grain percussion and abrasion55.
During the melt season, clasts within the ice and the deforming
layer experience diurnal cycles. Lodging associated with basal
sliding comprises 18% of the day, whilst deformation occurs
during the remainder (reconnection 51%, minimum deformation
17% and reactivation 14% of the day). The periods of glacier
acceleration and reconnection (during periods of maximum ice-
quakes) may also be associated with grain/clast fracture. This
demonstrates the typical disruptions to a constant strain pattern
associated with subglacial deformation, which creates the com-
plex patterns obtained from the fabric and deformation structures
typically found in subglacial till56,57.
During the winter, the till will undergo multi-day changes
(mean 22.75 days). Antithetic motion in till and possible lodging
at the ice-sediment interface (associated with basal sliding)
occurred during 6% of the cycle. Deformation in the till occurred
during the acceleration (37%) and reconnection (16% of the
cycle) but at a slower rate than the melt season. During the
remainder of the time, there was no ductile deformation,
although there may be brittle deformation (till faulting).
We can make a quantitative estimate of the amount of time
each process may occur over a given year and its implication for
p25 Summer and autumn 2008
p25 DOY 55 - 89 2009
p21 Autumn and winter 2009/10

























Fig. 7 Graph showing the relationship between case strain (till strength) and water pressure for the subglacial probes (2008–2010 data)
Table 1 The water pressure threshold for the inception of tilt movement for Probe 21 for each water pressure cycle (2009/2010)
Water pressure
cycles
DOY Number of days
with low or no tilt
Water pressure at inception of
tilt movement (m w.e. %ht)
Applied force at inception
of tilt movement (N)
Effective pressure at
inception of tilt movement
(kPa)
1 290–301 9 76.41 282.78 68.87
2 302–312 4 73.27 284.35 86.12
3 313–342 2 72.83 285.90 88.54
4 343–020 7 76.06 285.90 70.80
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overall sedimentation (Table 2). Basal sliding (lodgement)
accounts for ~10%, ductile deformation for 70% and stick (brittle
deformation) for 20% of the whole year. Over the whole year,
these processes are superimposed on one another to produce the
resultant till. Clasts that were originally lodged during sliding may
be rotated during deformation. The effect of this is a complex till
with elements of lodging, ductile and brittle deformation, but
with an overall response to melt water inputs, resulting in cyclical
till deposition.
We suggest Skálafellsjökull shows these distinct styles of stick-
slip behaviour because it has a rapid englacial transfer rate, and a
dynamic subglacial hydrological system (deforming bed domi-
nated by thin water sheets, macroporosity and braided channels
rather than large cavities and channels). Our results contribute to
the debate as to whether increased melting leads to increased
velocity58 or whether once an efficient subglacial drainage system
develops, melt-induced acceleration of flow ceases59,60. Those
glaciers which do not show melt-induced acceleration tend to be
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Fig. 8 Schematic diagram to demonstrate the four stages of stick-slip behaviour in the different seasons. a This shows a graphical representation of water
pressure, icequakes, tilt change direction, glacier horizontal velocity and meltwater input during a melt season (diurnal) and winter (multi-day) cycle. Melt
season stages: 1—sliding, 2—reconnection, 3—minimum deformation and 4—reactivation; winter stages: A—sliding, B—reconnection, C—stick and D—
reactivation. Icequakes represented as percentage of the total over the cycle: low number=<15%, medium number= 15–60%, high number= >60%.
Change in tilt represented as follows: up= synthetic movement, down= antithetic movement, zig-zag= oscillatory movement associated with overall
synthetic movement (large= > 0.02° h−1; small= 0.01–0.02° h−1). b This shows a diagrammatic representation of the subglacial environment (ice, till and
ice/sediment interface) of the four stages during the melt season and winter
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rigid bedded, and have an efficient channelized system and eng-
lacial storage. This observation is also supported by research at
Hofsjökull61 where it was shown that the relationship between
surface melt and basal sliding is a function of the mechanical
properties of the deforming bed and the surface slope (i.e. low
angle soft-bedded glaciers are sensitive to melt water production).
These results have important implications because unconsoli-
dated beds underlie many of the fast flowing ice streams of
modern day Antarctic14,16,18 as well as the Quaternary ice
sheets2,32,38, and we have been able to demonstrate a distinctive
seasonal pattern of melt-driven stick-slip motion and the resul-
tant till sedimentology associated with this glacial environment.
Methods
Environmental sensor network. This system comprised sensor nodes (Glacsweb
probes and geophones) and base stations which are linked together by radio net-
works. Their data was transmitted from base stations via GPRS to a cloud server
and hence to a sensor network server in the UK. Node data, along with differential
GPS (dGPS) recordings and meteorological data, were sent once a day to a mains
powered computer (16 km away), where it was forwarded to a web server in the
UK62. The specific site location on the glacier was determined by the optimal depth
at which the system can transmit data through the till and ice (50–80 m).
Probes. Sensors housed within a probe (0.16 m long, axial ratio 2.9:1), measured
water pressure, case stress, conductivity, tilt and temperature within the ice or till.
Here we report only water pressure, case stress and tilt. These data were recorded
every 15 min in 2012 and every hour in 2008–2010, and transmitted to a base
station located on the glacier surface. These were deployed in the summers of 2008
and 2012, in a series of boreholes, which were drilled with a Kärcher HDS1000DE
jet wash system. Once the boreholes were made, the glacier and till were examined
using a custom made CCD colour video camera with infrared LED illumination.
In order to insert probes into the till, the boreholes were drilled to the base of
the glacier and the presence of till checked with the video camera. If till was present
it was hydraulically excavated by maintaining the jet at the bottom of the borehole
for an extended period of time. The probes were then lowered into this space,
enabling the till to subsequently close in around them. The measured depth of the
probes (in the till) was estimated from video footage of the ice/till interface at
0.1–0.2 m beneath the glacier base.
Details and calibration of the sensors in the in situ probes were as follows. The
water pressure sensors were calibrated against the measured water depths in the
borehole immediately after probe deployment. The results were expressed as
hydraulic head (m) (hw). The glacier thickness (hi) was determined from the GPR
and GPS results. We calculate flotation pressure (%) (ϕ)63, assuming the density of
ice (pi) is 917 kg m−3 and water (pw) is 1000 kg m−3.
ϕ ¼ hw
hiρi=ρw
  ´ 100 ð1Þ
Case stress was defined as applied force against the probe, which was calibrated
using an Instron 5560 tension/compression machine attached to a nitrogen cooled
chamber, where the average chamber temperature was 1.3 °C. The Glacsweb probes
measured tilt with two dual axis 180o MEMS accelerometers. They were calibrated
in the laboratory, and dip was calculated by trigonometry. Values of 0° x-tilt
represent the probe standing vertically, and bearings reflect orientation, however,
all readings here are represented as tilt changes.
In 2008, six probes were deployed, and four continued to send data after a day.
Here we discuss the data from probe 21 as it had the most complete record. This
probe was installed in the till beneath 58 m of ice and sent back data for 2 years
with 45430 readings. The probes were designed so that if the data was not
immediately accessed then it was stored for later retrieval. There were occasionally
problems with communications between the probes and the base station which led
to the probes filling their storage, resulting in some data gaps.
In 2012, four probes were deployed which all operated well. Here we discuss the
results from the two subglacial probes (P31 and P32). P31 was beneath 69 m of ice,
functioned for 105 days and sent back 78705 readings. P32 was at a similar depth
(68 m), functioned for 74 days and sent back 67515 readings. Unfortunately only
the temperature, probe deformation and tilt sensors functioned.
Geophone nodes. Four geophone nodes were installed within boreholes, to avoid
surface seismic noise, on a diamond grid, separated by a distance equivalent to the
depth of the glacier. These comprise a custom built system, using an ARM®
Cortex®-M3 processor (Energy Micro EFM32G880F128) with a low power design,
running on battery power46. The geophone nodes continually sampled the output
of three orthogonal geophones (28 Hz Geospace GS-20DH geophones encapsulated
in resin inside a 70 mm diameter polycarbonate tube). Only data from seismic
events are stored, held temporarily on a micro-SD card until they are retrieved by
the base station. A 25 dB amplifier was used to provide sufficient signal. A bandpass
pre-filter of 0.5–234 Hz was used, and a sampling rate of 512 Hz.
Due to the prototype nature of the enclosures and electronics only one
geophone (ID 62) functioned for more than 1 day. However, this operated for
25 days in 2012 from DOY 270 to 295 in 2012. The signal was similar on all three
planes. During this time 180 events were recorded46.
dGPS. A dGPS system was used to map the glacier margin, boreholes, base station
and radar grids. In order to measure surface velocities, a Topcon dGPS was used
(2008–2012), with an additional four dual frequency Leica dGPS stations installed
on the glacier in the study area, with a local base station on the moraine
(2012–2013). These measured at a 15 s sampling rate continuously during the
summer and 2 h per day during the winter. The GPS data was processed using
TRACK (v. 1.24), the kinematic software package developed by Massachusetts
Institute of Technology (MIT) (http://www.unavco.org/, http://geoweb.mit.edu/
~tah/track_example/).
Both horizontal and vertical velocities were examined. The vertical motion of
the surface ice is the sum of the downward vertical component of mean bed-
parallel motion, thinning or thickening of ice associated with ice strain64, and bed
separation5 and any till volume changes65 (Δz):
Δz ¼ αvLΔσ ð2Þ
where Δσ is the change in effective pressure, L the till thickness and αv till
compressibility (10–8 Pa−1).
Weather data and daily melt. Weather data were obtained from a meteorological
station sited on the base station and, during periods of failure, from a transfer
function applied to data from the neighbouring Icelandic meteorological station at
Höfn. Daily melt was calculated by the positive degree day algorithm66 using
degree day factors for Satujökull, Iceland67, 5.6 mm d−1 °C−1 for snow and 7.7 mm
d−1 °C−1 for ice. The elevation of the snow/ice boundary was inferred from
MODIS albedo data, using a threshold of 0.45, on a 30 × 30 m grid ASTER DEM.
Remote sensing glacier velocity. Velocity data was generated using the intensity
tracking algorithm within the European Space Agency (ESA) Sentinel Application
Platform (SNAP). Intensity tracking is less precise than interferometry but given
the high temporal correlation of glacier surfaces, is much more robust68. The two
TerraSAR-X SLCs were calibrated and co-registered together using a DEM-assisted
co-registration using a digital elevation model (DEM) derived from airborne
LiDAR data provided at 5 m resolution from the Icelandic National Land Survey.
Velocities were then calculated using cross-correlation with a 5 × 5 moving window
and a search distance of 64 pixels. Any displacements that had a cross-correlation
threshold of 0.01 were removed, and the displacements were averaged to a 5 × 5
mean grid and converted to ground range.
Critical effective pressure for icequakes. We have reported a method17 to cal-
culate the critical effective pressure (σ) for icequakes:
σ ¼ ηVsba ð3Þ
here η= radiation damping parameter69




zi and zb are the shear wave impedances of the ice and bed, Vs= surface
velocity, a and b represent frictional parameters. We use the following values zi=
2000 m s−1 17, zb= 150 m s−1 32 (from nearby Breiđamerkurjökull), a= 0.010, b=
0.01517,18,21,40, Vs= 30 m a−1 during the melt season and 10 m a−1 during winter.
This method cannot applied where the water pressure exceeds the overburden
pressure.
Data availability
Data is available at www.glacsweb.org and from JKH (jhart@soton.ac.uk).




Winter % Whole year
%
1/A—sliding 18 6 11




stick – 35 19
4/D—reactivation 14 49 33
Cycle length 24 h 22.75 days 365 days
NATURE COMMUNICATIONS | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-09547-6 ARTICLE
NATURE COMMUNICATIONS |         (2019) 10:1599 | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-09547-6 | www.nature.com/naturecommunications 9
Received: 21 September 2017 Accepted: 13 March 2019
References
1. Fountain, A. G. & Walder, J. S. Water flow through temperate glaciers. Rev.
Geophys. 36, 299–328 (1998).
2. Boulton, G. S., Dobbie, K. E. & Zatsepin, S. Sediment deformation beneath
glaciers and its coupling to the subglacial hydraulic system. Quat. Int. 86, 3–28
(2001).
3. Damsgaard, A. et al. Ice flow dynamics forced by water pressure variations in
subglacial granular beds. Geophys. Res. Lett. 43, https://doi.org/10.1002/
2016GL071579 (2016).
4. Iken, A. & Bindschadler, R. A. Combined measurements of subglacial water
pressure and surface velocity of Findelengletscher, Switzerland: conclusions
about drainage system and sliding mechanism. J. Glaciol. 32, 101–119 (1986).
5. Anderson, R. S. et al. Strong feedbacks between hydrology and sliding of a
small alpine glacier. J. Geophys. Res.: Earth Surf. 109, 2156–2202 (2004).
6. Sugiyama, S. & Gudmundsson, H. G. Short-term variations in glacier flow
controlled by subglacial water pressure at Lauteraargletscher, Bernese Alps,
Switzerland. J. Glaciol. 50, 353–362 (2004).
7. Stevens, L. A. et al. Greenland Ice Sheet flow response to runoff variability.
Geophys. Res. Lett., 43, https://doi.org/10.1002/2016GL070414 (2016).
8. Clarke, G. K. C., Collins, S. G. & Thompson, D. E. Flow, thermal structure,
and subglacial conditions of a surge-type glacier. Can. J. Earth. Sci. 21,
232–240 (1984).
9. Kamb, B. Glacier surge mechanism based on linked cavity configuration of the
basal water conduit system. J. Geophys. Res.: Solid Earth 92(B9), 9083–9100
(1987).
10. Rose, K. E. Characteristics of ice flow in Marie Byrd Land, Antarctica. J.
Glaciol. 24, 63–75 (1979).
11. Scholz, C. H. Earthquakes and friction laws. Nature 391, 37 (1998).
12. Fischer, U. H. & Clarke, G. K. C. Stick-slip sliding behaviour at the base of a
glacier. Ann. Glaciol. 24, 390–396 (1997).
13. Smith, A. M. Microearthquakes and subglacial conditions. Geophys. Res. Lett.
33, L24501 (2006).
14. Wiens, D. A., Anandakrishnan, S., Winberry, J. P. & King, M. A. Simultaneous
teleseismic and geodetic observations of the stick–slip motion of an Antarctic
ice stream. Nature 453, 770–774 (2008).
15. Goldberg, D. N., Schoof, C. & Sergienko, O. V. Stick-slip motion of an
Antarctic Ice Stream: the effects of viscoelasticity. J. Geophys. Res.: Earth Surf.
119, 1564–1580 (2014).
16. Winberry, J. P., Anandakrishnan, S., Alley, R. B., Bindschadler, R. A. & King,
M. A. Basal mechanics of ice streams: insights from the stick‐slip motion of
Whillans Ice Stream, West Antarctica. J. Geophys. Res.: Earth Surf. 114,
F01016 (2009).
17. Lipovsky, B. P. & Dunham, E. M. Tremor during ice-stream stick slip.
Cryosphere 10, 385–399 (2016).
18. Lipovsky, B. P. & Dunham, E. M. Slow-slip events on the Whillans Ice Plain,
Antarctica, described using rate-and-state friction as an ice stream sliding law.
J. Geophys. Res. 122, 973–1003 (2017).
19. Zoet, L. K. et al. The effects of entrained debris on the basal sliding stability of
a glacier. J. Geophys. Res.: Earth Surf. 118, 656–666 (2013).
20. Rice, J. R., Nadia, L. & Ranjith, K. Rate and state dependent friction and the
stability of sliding between elastically deformable solids. J. Mech. Phys. Solids
49, 1865–1898 (2001).
21. Rathbun, A. P., Marone, C., Alley, R. B. & Anandakrishnan, S. Laboratory
study of the frictional rheology of sheared till. J. Geophys. Res.: Earth Surf. 113,
F02020 (2008).
22. Moore, P. L. & Iverson, N. R. Slow episodic shear of granular materials
regulated by dilatant strengthening. Geology 30, 843–846 (2002).
23. Rathbun, A. P. & Marone, C. Effect of strain localization on frictional behavior
of sheared granular materials. J. Geophys. Res.: Solid Earth 115, B01204 (2010).
24. McCarthy, C., Savage, H. & Nettles, M. Temperature dependence of ice-on-
rock friction at realistic glacier conditions. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. A 375, 2086
(2017).
25. Bindschadler, R. A., King, M. A., Alley, R. B., Anandakrishnan, S. & Padman,
L. Tidally controlled stickslip discharge of a West Antarctic Ice Stream. Science
301, 1087–1089 (2003).
26. Walter, F., Deichmann, N. & Funk, M. Basal icequakes during changing
subglacial water pressures beneath Gornergletscher, Switzerland. J. Glaciol. 54,
511–521 (2008).
27. Röthlisberger, H. Water pressure in intra-and subglacial channels. J. Glaciol.
11, 177–203 (1972).
28. Hock, R. & Hooke, R. L. Evolution of the internal drainage system in the lower
part of the ablation area of Storglaciären. Swed. Geol. Soc. Am. Bull. 105,
537–546 (1993).
29. Creyts, T. T. & Schoof, C. G. Drainage through subglacial water sheets. J.
Geophys. Res.: Earth Surf. 114, F04008 (2009).
30. Schroeder, D. M., Blankenship, D. D. & Young, D. A. Evidence for a water
system transition beneath Thwaites Glacier, West Antarctica. Proc. Natl Acad.
Sci. USA 110, 12225–12228 (2013).
31. Pimentel, S. & Flowers, G. E. A numerical study of hydrologically driven
glacier dynamics and subglacial flooding. Proc. R. Soc. Lond. A 467, 537–558
(2011).
32. Boulton, G. S. & Hindmarsh, R. C. A. Sediment deformation beneath glaciers:
rheology and geological consequences. J. Geophys. Res.: Solid Earth 92(B9),
9059–9082 (1987).
33. Kamb, B. Rheological nonlinearity and flow instability in the deforming bed
mechanism of ice stream motion. J. Geophys. Res.: Solid Earth 96(B10),
16585–16595 (1991).
34. Hindmarsh, R. Deforming beds: viscous and plastic scales of deformation.
Quat. Sci. Rev. 16, 1039–1056 (1997).
35. Iverson, N. R., Hooyer, T. S. & Baker, R. W. Ring-shear studies of till
deformation: Coulomb-plastic behavior and distributed strain in glacier beds.
J. Glaciol. 44, 634–642 (1998).
36. Altuhafi, F. N., Baudet, B. A. & Sammonds, P. On the time-dependent
behaviour of glacial sediments: a geotechnical approach. Quat. Sci. Rev. 28,
693–707 (2009).
37. Hart, J. K., Rose, K. C. & Martinez, K. Subglacial till behaviour derived from
in situ wireless multi-sensor subglacial probes: rheology, hydro-mechanical
interactions and till formation. Quat. Sci. Rev. 30, 234–247 (2011).
38. Hart, J. K. & Boulton, G. S. The interrelation of glaciotectonic and
glaciodepositional processes within the glacial environment. Quat. Sci. Rev. 10,
335–350 (1991).
39. Clarke, G. K. C. Subglacial processes. Annu. Rev. Earth. Planet. Sci. 33,
247–276 (2005).
40. Iverson, N. R. Shear resistance and continuity of subglacial till: hydrology
rules. J. Glaciol. 56, 1104–1114 (2010).
41. Fischer, U. H. & Clarke, G. K. Review of subglacial hydro-mechanical
coupling: Trapridge glacier, Yukon Territory, Canada. Quat. Int. 86, 29–43
(2001).
42. Murray, T. & Porter, P. R. Basal conditions beneath a soft-bedded polythermal
surge-type glacier: Bakaninbreen, Svalbard. Quat. Int. 86, 103–116 (2001).
43. Alley, R. B. In search of ice-stream sticky spots. J. Glaciol. 39, 447–454
(1993).
44. Hart, J. K., Rose, K. C., Clayton, A. & Martinez, K. Englacial and subglacial
water flow at Skálafellsjökull, Iceland derived from ground penetrating radar,
in situ Glacsweb probe and borehole water level measurements. Earth Surf.
Process. Landf. 40, 2071–2083 (2015).
45. Hart, J. K. & Martinez, K. Environmental Sensor Networks: a revolution in the
earth system science? Earth-Sci. Rev. 78, 177–191 (2006).
46. Martinez, K. et al. A geophone wireless sensor network for investigating
glacier stick-slip motion. Comput. Geosci. 105, 103–112 (2017).
47. Nienow, P. W. et al. Hydrological controls on diurnal ice flow variability in
valley glaciers. J. Geophys. Res.: Earth Surf. 110(F4), 2156–2202 (2005).
48. Ghosh, S. K. & Ramberg, H. Reorientation of inclusions by combination of
pure shear and simple shear. Tectonophysics 34, 1–70 (1976).
49. Iverson, N. R., Hanson, B., Hooke, R. L. & Jansson, P. Flow mechanism of
glaciers on soft beds. Science 267, 80–81 (1995).
50. Boulton, G. S. & Dobbie, K. E. Consolidation of sediments by glaciers:
relations between sediment geotechnics, soft-bed glacier dynamics and
subglacial ground-water flow. J. Glaciol. 39, 26–44 (1993).
51. Bartholomaus, T. C., Anderson, R. S. & Anderson, S. P. Response of glacier
basal motion to transient water storage. Nat. Geosci. 1, 33–37 (2008).
52. Sole, A. et al. Winter motion mediates dynamic response of the Greenland Ice
Sheet to warmer summers. Geophys. Res. Lett. 40, 3940–3944 (2013).
53. Evans, D. J. A., Phillips, E. R., Hiemstra, J. F. & Auton, C. A. Subglacial till:
formation, sedimentary characteristics and classification. Earth-Sci. Rev. 78,
115–176 (2006).
54. Menzies, J. Strain pathways, till internal architecture and
microstructures–perspectives on a general kinematic model—a ‘blueprint’ for
till development. Quat. Sci. Rev. 50, 105–124 (2012).
55. Hart, J. K. Subglacial till formation: microscale processes within the subglacial
shear zone. Quat. Sci. Rev. 170, 26–44 (2017).
56. Hart, J. K., Rose, K. C., Martinez, K. & Ong, R. Subglacial clast behaviour and
its implication for till fabric development: new results derived from wireless
subglacial probe experiments. Quat. Sci. Rev. 28, 597–607 (2009).
57. Hooyer, T. S. & Iverson, N. R. Clast-fabric development in a shearing granular
material: implications for subglacial till and fault gouge. Geol. Soc. Am. Bull.
112, 683–692 (2000).
58. Zwally, H. J. et al. Surface melt-induced acceleration of Greenland ice-sheet
flow. Science 297, 218–222 (2002).
59. Sundal, A. V. et al. Melt-induced speed-up of Greenland ice sheet offset by
efficient subglacial drainage. Nature 469, 521–524 (2011).
ARTICLE NATURE COMMUNICATIONS | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-09547-6
10 NATURE COMMUNICATIONS |         (2019) 10:1599 | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-09547-6 | www.nature.com/naturecommunications
60. Tedstone, A. J. et al. Decadal slowdown of a land-terminating sector of the
Greenland Ice Sheet despite warming. Nature 526, 692–695 (2015).
61. Minchew, B. et al. Plastic bed beneath Hofsjökull ice cap, central Iceland, and the
sensitivity of ice flow to surface meltwater flux. J. Glaciol. 62, 147–158 (2016).
62. Martinez, K., Hart, J. K. & Ong, R. in GeoSensor Networks (eds Trigoni, N.,
Markham A. & Nawaz, S.) 5659 (Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg, 2009).
63. Murray, T. & Clarke, G. K. Black-box modeling of the subglacial water system.
J. Geophys. Res.: Solid Earth 100(B6), 10231–10245 (1995).
64. Hooke, R. Le. B., Calla, P., Holmlund, P., Nilsson, M. & Stroeven, A. A 3 year
record of seasonal variations in surface velocity, Storglaciaren, Sweden. J.
Glaciol. 35, 235–247 (1989).
65. Truffer, M., Echelmeyer, K. A. & Harrison, W. D. Implications of till
deformation on glacier dynamics. J. Glaciol. 47, 123–134 (2001).
66. Hock, R. Temperature index temperature modelling in mountain areas. J.
Hydrol. 282, 104–115 (2003).
67. Johannesson, T., Sigurdsson, O., Laumann, T. & Kennett, M. Degree-day
glacier mass-balance modelling with applications to glaciers in Iceland,
Norway and Greenland. J. Glaciol. 41, 345–358 (1995).
68. Pritchard, H., Murray, T., Luckman, A., Strozzi, T. & Barr, S. Glacier surge
dynamics of Sortebræ, east Greenland, from synthetic aperture radar feature
tracking. J. Geophys. Res. 110, F03005 (2005).
69. Geubelle, P. H. & Breitenfeld, M. S. Numerical analysis of dynamic debonding
under anti-plane shear loading. Int. J. Fract. 85, 265–282 (1997).
Acknowledgements
The authors would like to thank the Glacsweb Iceland teams 2008, 2011 and 2012 for
help with data collection, particularly Dirk de Jager, Jeff Gough, Graeme Bragg and Tyler
Ward for electronics design and debugging. Thanks also go to Lyn Aspden and Mark
Dover in the Cartographic Unit for figure preparation. We would also like to thank three
helpful reviewers for their very beneficial comments on earlier drafts. This research was
funded by EPSRC (EP/C511050/1), Leverhulme (F/00 180/AK) and the National Geo-
graphic (GEFNE45-12) and the GPR and Leica 1200 GPS units were loaned from the
NERC Geophysical Equipment Facility.
Author contributions
J.K.H. and K.M. designed the study. J.K.H. carried out the data analysis. K.M. and P.J.B.
designed the sensor network system, probes and geophones, as well as the software.
D.S.Y. calculated the melt. A.I.C. was the postgraduate student on the project. B.A.R.
derived the remotely sensed surface velocity. J.K.H. wrote the manuscript with input
from all authors.
Additional information
Competing interests: The authors declare no competing interests.
Reprints and permission information is available online at http://npg.nature.com/
reprintsandpermissions/
Journal peer review information: Nature Communications thanks the anonymous
reviewers for their contribution to the peer review of this work.
Publisher’s note: Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in
published maps and institutional affiliations.
Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons
Attribution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing,
adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long as you give
appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Creative
Commons license, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party
material in this article are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, unless
indicated otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not included in the
article’s Creative Commons license and your intended use is not permitted by statutory
regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from
the copyright holder. To view a copy of this license, visit http://creativecommons.org/
licenses/by/4.0/.
© The Author(s) 2019
NATURE COMMUNICATIONS | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-09547-6 ARTICLE
NATURE COMMUNICATIONS |         (2019) 10:1599 | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-09547-6 | www.nature.com/naturecommunications 11
